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February 22, 1993

Mr. Lou Sizemore
Congressional Liaison Specialist
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 808
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Sizemore:

RECE1Vf70

AfAR ~ 8 Jf9$

FEDERAL CI)JMUNICIi fJ(J;$ r" "It.tSSlON
CfF/Cf OF THESECRE~Y t

Enclosed please find several letters opposing changes to
frequencies on mobile cellular units, PR Docket 92-235.

I have notified my constituents that I have forwarded their
letters to you, and sent them a copy of your press release.
Please take into consideration the concerns of my constituents
when deliberating this issue and contact them accordingly.

Sincerely,

:r1~
Member of Congress
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A.M.A. CLUB NO. 1285

"

Recently the Federal Communications Commission issued a Notice of
Proposed Bule r-laking, known as NPHM PH Docket 92-235. Well over 400
pages, this document spells out frequency restructuring over a broad
spectrum, including those which effect myself, as well as thousands of
people sharing my hobby.

For many years I have enjoyed the hobby of radio controlled aircraft
flying. I have invested many hours of pleasure in building and flying
radio controlled aircraft, as well as investing many dollars in the radio
equipment necessary for their operation.

There have been times when radio signal interference from transmitters
ajacent to our frequencies have caused us loss of signal and control of
our airplace and subsequent crash, total loss.

Since the proposed frequencies, and the transmission power permitted on
those new frequencies would be only 2.5 KHZ away from our present channels;it is
a disaster! We also understand the technical specifications for new radio
equipment on the proposed new frequencies permits legal frequency tolerance
(previously prohibited) that could place their signals directly over ours I

I will appreciate your consideration of this matter,the }<'CC must give some
consideration for the HC flyer where radio frequency interference is a lot
more than just a noise in a receiver. Please support us by monitoring NPill1
PH Docket 92-235 and give the }'CC the guidance they need in preventing this
to happen to the modeling industry.
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Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.
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Febru~ry 2, 1.993
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Representative Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Smith:

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies th~twe have been able to
share the banK-wfihout-~liher use interfering with the other.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for 'model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Mr. Smith, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.
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The Honorable Nick Smith
u.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. smith:
I am writing to express my concern over Federal Communications

Commission PR Docket 92-235. The rules for the 72-75 mhz band, if
adopted, would do much harm to radio controlled model flying, my
favorite pastime.

I understand they want to allocate new spot frequencies in
that band for mobile phone use. These spots would be very close to
many frequencies now used to control models. Their higher powered
transmitters and broader tolerances would render much of our
equipment useless as interference from one of these mobile
stations, if they came near the field while we were flying, could
cause a dangerous crash.

All of us in the hobby have recently spent a great deal of
money upgrading our equipment for narrow band use. I and many of my
friends have recently retired. We have a lot more time to enjoy the
hobby now but can not afford to throw out a lot of expensive
equipment.

While I realize you are not directly involved in this rule
making, I hope you will pass our message to the FCC. "Please DO NOT
adopt this rule as it stands now"

Thank You
Ro~evt F. Erpelding

,;:; / f LiccC---r-/
Adrlan, MI /"~ ;,
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Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart trQ..- the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

~EB 171993

RECEIVED

AUR - G1i93
FEDERAL CC»:WUNICAT/OISCOOWSSION

CfRCf OFTHE SfCRETARY

",.'.:
".".......
:.~;

vV\"( ,

Sincerely, )/~f3~W.t

Represen~tive Nick Smith
1708 Longwprth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

February 2, 1993
~

Dear Mr. Smith:

I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usab il ity of frequenc ies currently ass igned for' mode I use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Mr. Smith, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people I ike
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and we i gh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The mode 1s
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.
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Representative Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Smith:

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band wifhout either use interfering with the ofher.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

FEB 17 199j
Sincerely,4~~
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I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usabil i ty of frequenc i es currently ass igned for' mode I use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Mr. Smi th, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people I ike
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.
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Representati~e Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Smith:
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I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usab i I ity of frequenc i es current I y ass igned for' mode I use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share'-flie'-band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the SO frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

fEB 171993Sincerely,

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

Mr. Smith, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.



Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

FEB 17m3

FEDERAl CJ,:W.JNICATlOOS CWMi.SSION
CfFfCE CFTHE SECRE iAi1Y

,..:;:,: RECEIVED::....

:zt\
','

SinCerelY~~

February 2, 1993

ReI1resentative Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Smith:

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by th.,
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed rules that are current ly under cons iderat ion by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for 'model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share'- tlieDand WI thout ei ther use 'interfering wi th the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and we igh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The mode I s
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

Mr. Smi th, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.



Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76·MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share Thebarfdwi thout either use interfering wi thtfie other.

I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usab iii ty of frequenc ies current ly ass igned for' mode I use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.
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Representattve Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

February 2, 1993

Dear Mr. Smith:

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

Mr. Smith, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people I ike
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

FEB 171993
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Dear Mr. Smith,

The'Honora~le Ndck Smith
12780 Addi!6n Rd.
Addison, Mich. 49220

1/18/93
FEDERAL COi":~,![iNICATIOOS WiM:SSIQH

It has come to my attention that the Federal Communication ~ECfTHESfCREiAAY .
considering an action that will severely limit and potentialy eliminate
~ very important sport of mine and my family, radio controlled (RIC)
airplanes.

My sons and I participate in a well developed competition around
the country and one son won the state of Michigan Juniorlsenior soaring
championship sponsored by the Michigan Exchange clubs. He is also
achieving outstanding results in a High School electronics program, the
interest in, and aptitude for which has been a direct result of his
participation in RIC sports. My current career (Electronics Tech.,
programmer) is based on skills and knowledge acquired directly from my
activity in RIC sports, rather than any course of study offered when I
attended school.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band. This band
is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio-control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio-control frequencies. If the number of
useable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be
greatly decreased.

The proposed changes in FCC PR Docket 92-235 replaces part 90 of
the rules with a new part 88. Part 90 allows for the safe use of RIC
aircraft and surface vehicles by keeping a 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequencies used by RIC sportsmen. The new Part 88
will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies
available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels
on the 72 Mhz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 Mhz band now
in use. In fact more channels will likely be affected.

I have been active in RIC sports for 25 years, and recently
completed replacing all of my radio equipment affected by the last
change in part 90 of the FCC rules. This cost $2,400.

Our current investment in equipment is $10,000, and our annual
budget, $2,000, not including travel and lodging. (hardly a trivial
economic impact!) There are many thousands with equal commitment, as
well as hundreds of thousands of RIC'ers who participate at lower
levels of involvement.

This proposal if put in effect will have serious consequences both
in safety and even the feasibility of continuing to fly RIC aircraft
in the face of interference from mobile radios as well as being
extremely detrimental to the RIC industry that has grown tremendously
world wide in the last 30 years.

Please help us continue to enjoy the sport of RIC aircraft by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235. We all
need your help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February
26,1993 after which it may become more difficult to halt these
proposals.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Tom Miller

144 South Clay Street
Coldwater, Michigan 49036

Since my boyhood days, I have had an interest in aviation,
and for the last 30 years have enjoyed flying radio controlled
model airplanes. This mutual interest of radio controlled
airplanes helped bond my relationship with my two sons at a time
when most parents have to worry about their kids getting into
trouble.

Sincerely,

February 9, 1993

The Honorable Nick Smith, 7th District
1708 Longworth
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Nick,

Since our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz
band, I am very concerned about proposed rules to add additional
private land mobile frequencies by interleafing them in between
our radio control frequencies. This proposal is PR Docket 92­
235. Although we have shared this band for many years, the
frequencies were far enough apart not to interfere with each
other.

I realize that the FCC probably thinks that Radio Control
Airplanes are the easiest to squeeze out of the picture, and
they are probably right. Although there are thousands of others
like me, we do not have the "clout" of many of the other
organizations.

I have been told that of the 50 frequencies that we now
have for radio control of model airplanes, 31 will be eliminated
due to the "squeezing" of the bandwidths. Three of the four
radio sets that I own would be unusable under this proposal.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my sons and
my hobby by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for
the 72-76 MHz band.

Besides the monetary loss, I fear that safety is a real
issue. Some of my models weight 9 pounds and can fly nearly
100 miles per hour. I worry about a mobile car radio with four
times my power driving by and "flying" my model into a crowd of
people. With only 19 channels remaining, the possibility of
frequency congestion among modelers themselves also becomes a
safety issue.

CC: Academy of Model Aeronautics



Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,

-'~&u~tJiech

Representative Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Dear Mr. Smi t h: FEDERAL CC'lNUN1CATIONS CO \MiSSION
N+Hl eFTHE SECRE;MY

I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm con~erned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usab iii ty of frequenci es currently ass igned for' mode I use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

February 2, 1993

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
sha-re--The-'barid without either use interfering with the other.

Mr. Smi th, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people I ike
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.



February 2, 1993
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Representative Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515
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I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration byt,hef
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding isoPRio
Docket 92-235-. If adopted, the new rules willsr~atlY redUice t'be
usabi I i ty of frequencies current ly assigned for' model use .:nd"
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for·
controlling model airplanes. .

Sincerely,

m4fl~

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispiatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this ba.d are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we h~ve been able to
shafe-nfe-'oandwi tnout elt1fef-use-Tnterfering-wTfh the ottler.----- -----

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the SO frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Mr. Smi th, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people I ike
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.



Sincerely,

~(!(,~

CWl
The Honorable David E. Bonior
2207 Rayburn Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Bonior:

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve
the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Our radio-controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This,band is prim~riJy,~

for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-controlled frequencies in ~this

band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. W. all need your help urg.ntly
because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult to
avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by
keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts.
The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 KHz of frequencies available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft)
and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists.
In fact, more channels will li kely be affected.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-controlled modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have,a·eonsidereble inv_tmentin our models and
in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently und.r consid.,....,
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235., If __..
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently ....gned for RIC ~~"
controlled) mod.l use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liabiltty. I penlOll"'~'''''' .
-2... radios, ') RIC models and have a workshop fun of other products necessary to operatl"'"fty
models.



Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

FEB 1 ';' 1993Sincerely,

I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC)". The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usabi 1 i ty of frequencies current ly ass igned for' mode 1 use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

February 2, 1993

Represen~ti~~ Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Dear Mr. Smith:

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 fee t and, we igh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The mode Is
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we.hllve been able to
share--Ule-bancr "without either useinterfeiing with the other.

Mr. Smith, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people I ike
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.



FEB 17 1993

Please be aware I am Qne of many people using these
frequencies for my radio control equipment.

' ..
"

Regarding the recent proposal (PR Docket 92-235) tQ
use 72 MHz and 75Mhz frequencies on mobile celluar units.

Before this issue is closed, please consider our
position carefully.

A great amount Qf expense, thought, and time has
gone intQ our equipment.

It would be a terrible loss if I and my radio
control friends were not able to operate Qur equipment
without fear of disaster. Signal interferience could cause
serious injury to individuals by an out-Qf-control radio
operated airplane, boat or car.

Dear Repre5~ntative Smith:

HQn Nick Smith
United States HQuse Qf Rep.
1708 Cannon House Office BIding
Washington, DC 20515



Dear Nick,

I addressed this to both you and Bonnalyn, in case you don It get
back to Michigan befor the end of February-you can see that this
thing is sort of urgent. Bonny, will you pease see that Nick gets
this, in case of this? Thanks!

1 1m not sure about what all this entails, or how far it has gone
tOW?lId its completion, but it looks like what it will do is spoil
~.'.Jl!p9i· to do with "radio. contralJ,ed" m:xiel air planes, boats,
C'lii CfiX's. .

I just got involved in this model plane activity about three years
aso, When we moved out here, and there are a lot of fellows in the
activ~ty. '!he enclosed sheet explains the problem better than I can.

I know this isn It the most important thing you are facing, now that
you ate in Washington, but I sure wish you can have one of your people
look into it and see if it can be reversed.

Happy New Year to you both, and will look forward to seeing you at
the good 01' Clark Lake Yacht ClUb, this sunmer, some time.

Thanks loads,

llt '_0
~~ .

chard L. Washblsh
2124 Via Visalia
santa Maria, CA 93454



The Honorable [-Name-]
[-Address-]
[-Address-]

Draft Letter to Senator or RepresentativtE\VED
Regarding FCC Rule Making tit:.

,'~:'\".
[-Dat'WJ..~ - n#)9

coo~m~C~1\OOSccnijlSS\OO
fE\)£~f\r£on\\£ SECRErtlf\~

Dear Mr./Mrs.l-Name-] (if to Representative):
Dear Senator [-Name-] (if to Senator):

[Begin with a description of the writer's interest. E.g., "I am retired and derive many hours of
enjoyment from constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes." Or, "I have been
interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local club whose members
enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes."]

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communic~tioJls!,Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

,\

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,



Dear Mr. Smith

RECEIVED

I do not think is it wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we
are as important a. business users of radio, but we have considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from
these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will
become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted
the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio­
controlled model airplanes. I personally own three radios, eight RIC models and have a
workshop full of other products necessary to operating my models.

February 11, 1993

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently
because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993, after which it may become more
difficult to avoid haling these proposals from going into effect.

Our radio-control,frequencies are in the 12-16 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this
band are far e~h apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have. been able to share
the band without either use interfering with the other.

The Honorable Nick Smith
1108 Longworth Bldg
Washington, D.C. 20515

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-35 replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by
keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the
72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC
cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected. J

Sincerely

Gary T Watters



RECEIVED
lP~ t\ ~Ioa'lMAn - U JI.J

FEDERALCOMM!JN!CA~SOOtlt.ll~ON
(JF!CE OfTHE SECRS-MY

He,n Nick Smith
United States House of Rep.
1708 Cannon House Office BIding
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Smith:

F.:egal"chnq the l"eCent propos;al (PP DCIl:ket '32-235) te.
use 72 MHz and 75Mhz frequencies on mobile celluar units.

Please be aware I am one of many people using these
frequencies for my radio control equipment.

~ , 4/~

A great amount of expense, thought, and time ha-
gone i ntcl clur equ i pment. _------/'"

It WQuid be til terrible 1()55 if I and 1f:'j'radJ:"l:'P.:_'--.-'"
cQntrol friends were not able to operate Qur equipment
withc)Llt fea1" .:.f disast@ra,__ St~nal interferience could cause
serious injury to individuals by an out-of-control radio
operated airplane, boat or car.

Before this issue is closed, please consider our
position carefully.



RECEIVED
~ebruary 2, 1993

Representative Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

{ ,/1/\ M~R - B1993
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Dear Mr. Smith:

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile freque!lcie~ th~_t we have been able to
sha-re--The-band without either use interfering with the other.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

FEB 191993\-1

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

SinCerelY'&iZ~~~
'--;?;,v,1 /p ~. .c:-~AfiqILr

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed ru 1es t ha t are currently under cons idera t ion by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for -model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Mr. Smith, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people I ike
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.®

®



Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

FEB 1019qjSincerely,

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

AI

February 2, 1993

Representativ# Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed ru I es t hat are currently under cons idera t ion by the
Federal Communications Commission· (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usabi I i ty of frequencies current ly ass igned for -mode I use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Mr. Smith, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people I ike
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apa:rt froll1 the land mobileJr~quencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Dear Mr. Smith:



RECEIVED
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February 2, 1993
,

Representative" Nick Smith
1708 Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Smith:

I am very active in radio control modeling, and I'm concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usabi I i ty of frequencies current ly ass igned for' mode I use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Mr. Smith, I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself, including women and children, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies .that we have been able to
share the band without either use interferIng w-ith the other. --

Sincerely, (~-l~~~~

~t:ke-

•


